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P. lxxxi: Pompey's proposal that Caesar give up his command on the 
Ides of November is assumed to refer to the year 49, though the date may be 
50 B.C. The editors then mention Zumpt's conjecture that the Lex Pomp. 
Licin. was probably passed on the Ides of November, without noting Lange's 
objection that this day was a holiday. 

I would venture another explanation for the choice of the Ides of Novem- 
ber, if the year 49 is the date in question. The calendar was 45 days out 
of normal at this time and Pompey doubtless intended to correct the con- 
fusion as soon as possible. Now since the senators opposed the correction 
chiefly because it would prolong Caesar's term, Pompey may have proposed 
this date as a compromise. Pompey might demonstrate to Caesar that the 
Ides of November, 49, of the corrected calendar, would be equivalent to 
January 1, 48, of the uncorrected, thus proving that no injustice was intended. 
On the other hand, he could please the senate by exposing Caesar to judicial 
procedure for 45 days. Caesar probably refused to accept the dangerous 
compromise; at any rate the proposal soon fell through. 

P. xlix: The editors still cite Asconius in the editions of Orelli and 
Kiessling, though the editions of Clark and of Stangel were available. 

P. lxi: The footnote indexes are confused. 

P. 124, the last footnote: Is there any evidence that the Campanian 
lands were given wholly to Pompey's soldiers in 59 ? (See Vol. I, p. 427.) 

P. 134: The letter heading Ciceroni is a misprint. 

P. 182, footnote s.v. Pamphylium: The conjectured addition of ex 
Idibus Aprilib. is not called for, since Cicero intended to remain at Laodicea 
till the Ides of May (Att. vi. 1. 24). 

P. 198, first footnote: The comment upon the equites seems slightly 
unfair. The edict in question apparently dealt with questions of tax- 
collecting, so that the equites were the only persons concerned. 

Tenney Feank 
Bbyn Mawb College 



De la phrase a verbe tire dans Vionien d'Herodote. By D. Babbe- 
lenet. Paris: Champion, 1913. Pp. 114. 

M. Barbelenet translates (p. 17) *<u avOpumoi vo/mv iv Oakda-a-y e£ov<n ml 
IxOves rbv wpoTtpov avOptDiroi oTt (Hdt. v. 92a), "les hommes vivront dans la 
mer et ceux qui 6taient poissons seront des hommes quand." This is not 
merely a free translation. The sentence is cited as an example of the omis- 
sion of the copula. He adds, "cet exemple serait des plus curieux si co-rat 
ne se trouvait pas deux lignes plus haut. " Let us grant that this is careless- 
ness, and not ignorance, though it is difficult to do so: there are so many 
reasons why such a rendering is impossible. But what is to be said of the 
following? On pp. 13 ff., where the omission of the copula is under discus- 
sion, we read: "Trois types sont particulierement frequents: 1° Celui ou 
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l'attribut est un preVerbe, le plus souvent !vi 2° Les phrases con- 
tenant un demonstratif, le plus souvent sujet: . . . . i. 216 voos [sic] 8« ovtos 

■ri}s <W«js 3° Des phrases ou le sujet logique est un infinitif . II ne 

precede l'attribut que quand il est amen6: a) par AvdyKr) .... b) xp € ° v: 
viii 75 «vT«Xa/xevas [sic] to. Aeyav XP* 0V [ SJC ] e t <a<f>tXov: i. Ill to pyqTt ISdv 
SxfxXov /xifre kotc [sic] ytvio-Oai." There can be no doubt about it. M. Bar- 
belenet does not know that <!><pf\ov is a verb. 

After that a reviewer may be excused for doubting whether the author 
is qualified to draw distinctions of meaning depending upon the varying 
position of subject, attribute, and verb. 

A. G. Laied 

University op Wisconsin 



The Kings of Lydia and a Rearrangement of Some Fragments from 
Nicolaus of Damascus. By Leigh Alexander. Princeton 
doctoral dissertation, 1913. 
Mr. Alexander begins by rearranging the Excerpta de insidiis taken from 
the Universal History of Nicolaus of Damascus, assigning Frg. 49 in Muller 
(F.H.G.) to book iv instead of to book vi (Muller). Frg. 49 deals with the 
Lydian kings Ardys to Gyges, and this rearrangement brings it into the same 
book as Frgs. 24, 27, 28 contained in the Excerpta de virtutibus et vitiis 
which also deal with Lydian history and which Muller had assigned to Nico- 
laus' book iv. Proceeding from this Alexander concludes that the Meles 
of Frg. 24, whom Moxus rrjs TvpawiSos *a0«Ae, is the same as the King 
Meles of Frg. 49, who withdrew from the kingdom for three years KaOrjpao-dai 
rbv <j>6vov (Aolo-kvXov). As the writer points out, the resemblance between 
these two fragments "is certainly striking," and it seems to me that the argu- 
ment, so far, is plausible. Less convincing is the conclusion that Meles was 
not one of the regular line of kings, but a usurper during the reign of King 
Ardys I. This view seems to be based almost entirely upon the word 
TvoavviBos in Frg. 24, a dangerous inference, for in Herodotus 1. 14, 15 we 
find such phrases as ttjv TvpawiSa ovt<o io~)(pv ol Mtp/wdSai, Tvyrj? Tvpawtvo-as, 
tin tovtov ("ApSvos) Tvpawivovros; while in Frg. 49 we have (iri MrjXto> 
fiao-tXtvovTos and in Hdt. 1. 84 M^A^s 6 irporepov /Sao-tAeus SapStW (also 
identified by Alexander with the Meles of Frgs. 24, 49). It is true that we 
are not told who the father of Meles was, nor whether he had a son; but 
since Herodotus mentions a King Meles, since the chronographers give us 
the succession Ardys, Alyattes, Meles, Kandaules, and since in Nicolaus we 
have Ardys, Meles, Myrsus, Sadyattes ( = Kandaules, killed by Gyges), I am 
less inclined to follow Alexander in identifying Adyattes with Myrsus (father 
of Kandaules) and omitting Meles from the regular line, than Radet, who 
identifies Meles with Ardyattes (or Alyattes), son of Ardys, because Nicolaus 
says that Ardyattes killed Daskylos and that Meles went into exile KaOr/pao-dai. 
rbv <j>6vov. 



